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PREFACE

<**; <^" HE greatest of English historians, MACAULAY, and one of the most brilliant writers of the
• I Q present century, has said: "The history of a country is best told in a record of the lives of its

vSJ people." In conformity with this idea, the PORTRAIT AND BIOGRAPHICAL RECORD of this
county has been prepared. Instead of going to musty records, and taking therefrom dry statistical
matter that can be appreciated by but few, our corps of writers have gone to the people, the men

... / and women who have, by their enterprise and industry, brought the county to a rank second to none
among those comprising this great and noble state, and from their lips have the story of their life
struggles. No more interesting or instructive matter could be presented to an intelligent public.
In this volume will be found a record of many whose lives are worthy the imitation of coming
generations. It tells how some, commencing life in poverty, by industry and economy have
accumulated wealth. It tells how others, with limited advantages for securing an education, have
become learned men and women, with an influence extending throughout the length and breadth of
the land. It tells of men who have risen from the lower walks of life to eminence as statesmen, and
whose names have become famous. It tells of those in every walk in life who have striven to
succeed, and records how that success has usually crowned their efforts. It tells also of many, very
many, who, not seeking the applause of the world, have pursued "the even tenor of their way,"
content to have it said of them, as Christ said of the woman performing a deed of mercy—' 'They have
done what they could." It tells how that many in the pride and strength/of young manhood left
the plow and the anvil, the lawyer's office and the counting-room, left every trade and profession,
and at their country's call went forth valiantly "to do or die," and how through their efforts the
Union was restored and peace once more reigned in the land. In the life of every man and of every
woman is a lesson that should not be lost upon those who follow after.

Coming generations will appreciate this volume and preserve it as a sacred treasure, from the
fact that it contains so much that would never find its way into public records, and which would
otherwise be inaccessible. Great care has been taken in the compilation of the work, and every
opportunity possible given to those represented to insure correctness in what has been written, and
the publishers flatter themselves that they give to their readers a work with few errors of consequence.
In addition to the biographical sketches, portraits of a number of representative citizens are given.

The faces of some, and biographical sketches of many, will be missed in this volume. For this
the publishers are not to blame. Not having a proper conception of the work, some refused to give
the information necessary to compile a sketch, while others were indifferent. Occasionally some
member of the family would oppose the enterprise, and on account of such opposition the support of
the interested one would be withheld. In a few instances men could never be found, though
repeated calls were made at their residences or places of business.

CHAPMAN PUBLISHING CO.

November, 1897.
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EARLY DAYS OF MARYLAND.

0F T H E beauties and glory of Maryland
historians have written and poets sung.
From the far distant days in its early settle-

ment, over which time has thrown the halo of
romance, to the present age of thriving cities and
valuable country estates, there has been a con-
stant material and commercial development, and
we, who stand in the final lustrum of the nine-
teenth century, may look back over the more than
two hundred and fifty years of Maryland's his-
tory, with the realization that her name is high
in the galaxy of states and her citizens illustrious
in the annals of the nation. She has given to the
world men of eminence in every walk in life;
gifted orators and men of public affairs, such as
Luther Martin, William Wirt, Daniel Dulany and
William Pinkney; poets whose names are house-
hold words throughout the entire land, such as
Francis Scott Key and Edgar Allen Poe; and a
.host of other men, whose wonderful natural gifts
have been heightened by every resource of science
or art and by every facility for intellectual ad-
vancement.

The history of Maryland is best told in the
lives of the people. Their prosperity has meant
her advancement, and their suffering her adver-
sity. The character and progress of a state is
largely dependent upon its first settlers. The
people of New England may in some measure owe
the characteristics for which they are noted to
the influence of climate and environment, but to
a large extent they are due to the all-permeating
influences of ancestry, by which is moulded, for
weal or woe, the destiny of generations yet to
come. The people of Pennsylvania, also, still

bear in their characters the impress of their
Quaker forefathers, while the enterprise of the
citizens of New York to-day is largely inherited
from their ancestors, the thrifty and energetic
pioneers of New Amsterdam. Very appropri-
ately, then, we may review the history of the
early settlement of Maryland; and from the rec-
ords of its pioneers gain an insight into the traits
that characterize their descendants of to-day.

LORD BALTIMORE.

George Calvert, Baron of Baltimore, was born
in Yorkshire, England, in 1582. When a young
man he became secretary to Sir Robert Cecil,
later was made clerk to the privy council, and
ultimately served as secretary of state to James I.
This position, however, he resigned in 1624, be-
cause of his conversion to the Roman Catholic
religion. In 1625 he was given the title of Baron
of Baltimore, in the kingdom of Ireland. During
his secretaryship he obtained a grant of the
province of Avalon, Newfoundland, and made an
effort to secure a settlement there, but failed. Be-
lieving that he could succeed in a more favorable
climate, he visited Virginia, and was immediately
impressed by the facilities presented for settlement
upon the Chesapeake Bay. Returning to Eng-
land, he obtained a grant of the province of Mary-
land from King Charles, but early in 1632, when
his charter was ready for passage under the great
seal, he died, and the grant was inherited by his
son, Cecilius Calvert, to whom the charter of
Maryland was granted, June 20, 1632.

The granting of Maryland to Lord Baltimore
aroused the indignation of Virginian colonists,
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owing to the fact that the land lay within the
limits of Virginia according to its charter govern-
ment, and they still considered it a part of their
possessions, although the original charter had
been annulled and the colony was under royal
government after 1625. Some of the residents
of the Old Dominion presented a petition to the
house of commons, asking for the restoration of
the ancient patents, but the governor and council
of the colony remonstrated against a change of
charter, and the king's reply, in July, 1642,
allayed whatever fears they may have had on the
subject. In 1658 the province of Maryland was
surrendered to Fendall, the proprietary's gover-
nor, after which nothing more is heard concern-
ing Virginia's claim of Maryland.

BOUNDARY DISPUTES.

While, however, there was no further trouble
regarding the claim, its territorial limits continued
for many years to be the source of constant con-
tention. Not only were there frequent disputes
with Virginia as to the location of Watkin's Point,
upon which depended the boundary line between
the eastern shores of Virginia and Maryland, but
there was also considerable controversy with
William Penn about the northern and eastern
boundaries. When James, Duke of York, and a
friend of Penn, came to the throne, the latter pre-
sented an application for a new grant, and met
with success, for in November, 1685, the com-
missioners of trades and plantations, to whom the
matter had been referred, decided that Lord Bal-
timore's grant included only " lands uncultivated
and inhabited by savages, and that the territory
along the Delaware had been settled by Christians
antecedent to his grant, and was therefore not in-
cluded within it," and they directed that the
peninsula between the two bays should be divided
into two equal parts by a line drawn from the
latitude of Cape Henlopen to the fortieth degree
of north latitude; and that the western portion
belonged to Baltimore and the eastern to Penn.

When the government of England was taken
from the hands of James and given to William of
Orange, the anti-Catholic feeling that had been
fostered by attending circumstances, extended to

the province of Maryland, and a Protestant asso-
ciation was formed by John Coode and others, to
supersede the proprietary government, which ob-
ject they attained in 1689; but the next year it
was taken from them and afterward remained a
royal government until 1716. A compact was
entered into, May 10, 1732, between Lord Balti-
more and John, Richard and Thomas Penn, the
sons of William Penn by his last marriage. This
agreement provided that the boundaries should
consist of a line beginning at the easternmost
part of Cape Henlopen, and running due west to
the exact middle of the peninsula at that point,
and of a line running from that middle point to
the north, forming a tangent to a circle drawn
around Newcastle, with a radius of twelve miles.
In adjusting the boundary between Maryland and
Pennsylvania, the agreement provided that it
should begin, not at the fortieth degree of lati-
tude as previously provided, but at a latitude fif-
teen English statute miles south of the most
southerly part of Philadelphia. However, the
commissioners appointed to carry out this agree-
ment were of such different opinions that further
negotiations became impossible. Finally, in May,
1738, it was decided to run a temporary line, to
be used until the final adjustment was made, and
the following year this provisional line was
actually run.

The final decision regarding the boundary was
still a matter of doubt when Charles, Lord Balti-
more, died, in April, 1751, and it was left to his
heir, Frederick, to bring to a culmination the
plans for the adjustment of the permanent bound-
ary, which wis finally decided upon by com-
missioners, appointed for the purpose, and who
were engaged in the performance of their duty
from November 19, 1760, to November 9, 1768.

EARLY SETTLEMENTS.

The first settlements within Maryland, made
under the proprietary, were at and near St.
Mary's City, and were made in 1633-34. Prior
to this a small settlement had been made on Kent
Island, which, after Clayborne's rebellion, was
brought into submission and formed the nucleus
of the eastern shore settlements. For some years
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afterward these two points were the only settle-
ments in the province, and they formed the
nucleus from which sprang other settlements.
Talbot County was erected in 1661, Somerset
in 1666, Cecil in 1674, Dorchester in 1669, Queen
Anne in 1706, Worcester in 1742 and Caroline in
1773. About 1659 Baltimore County was formed
out of the territory north of Anne Arundel, and a
proclamation June 6, 1674, declared that its
southern boundaries should be "the south side
of Patapsco River, and from the highest planta-
tions on that side of the river, due south two
miles into the woods." Cecil County was erected
in 1674, by the proclamation of the governor,
Charles Calvert, its boundaries being described as
extending "from the mouth of the Susquehanna
River down the eastern side of the bay to Swan
point; thence to Hell point, and so up Chester
River to the head thereof." These bounds,
slightly varied a few days afterward, remained
until the act of 1706, which enacts that "Cecil
County shall contain all the lands on the north
side of the Sassafras River and Kent County, and
shall be bounded on the east and north by the
bounds of the province, on the west by the Sus-
quehanna and the bay, and on the south by the
Sassafras River and Kent County. Harford
County was created in 1773, by an act which de-
clares that ' 'its bounds shall begin at the mouth
of the Little Falls of Gunpowder River, and run
thence with said falls to the fountain head; thence
.north to the line of the province; thence with
that line to the Susquehanna River; thence
with that river to the Chesapeake Bay; thence
with the bay, including Spesutia and Pool's
Islands, to the mouth of Gunpowder River; and
thence up said river to the beginning.''

THREE HISTORICAL EPOCHS.

The history of Maryland up to the Revolution
naturally divides itself into three periods. The
first of these extends from the first settlement to
1688, when events were shaping themselves to-
ward the formation of the Protestant association.
The second epoch extends from 1688 to the res-
toration of proprietary power in 1715, and the
third period from that time to the treaty con-

cluded in Paris, in 1763. During the one hun-
dred and thirty years comprised within these
three epochs, the colony had developed from its
incipiency to a prosperous commonwealth. In-
dians had disappeared before the advance of civil-
ization. Cities had been built, and forests trans-
formed into beautiful plantations, where men and
women labored happily and successfully. Settle-
ments had been enlarged and extended, and com-
mercial resources had been developed. Upon the
fair name of the state is no stain of religious per-
secution, no stigma of the exercise of tyrannical
power over the red men of the forest. It was the
policy of the men who shaped the government to
protect all who were under it, and hence persecu-
tion was almost unknown in the province. "The
annals of Maryland," in the words of Dr. Ram-
say, "are barren of those striking events which
illustrate the page of history. This is probably
the reason that so little of its history has been
published. Its internal peace in the period of
infancy was but little disturbed, either by Indians
or insurgents, though not wholly exempt from
either. Its early settlers loved their king and
their proprietary. They were not given to
change, but attached to ancient forms, their na-
tive country and its constitution."

By those who are familiar with the early his-
tory of America it will be remembered that the
majority of people who sought homes here did so
in the hope of securing religious freedom. For a
somewhat similar reason were the men influenced
who became the pioneers of Maryland. George
Calvert was an adherent to the doctrines of the
Roman Catholic Church, and while he stood in
favor with the king, his religion was proscribed
and embarrassment to himself ensued. Without
doubt, his thoughts must have often turned to a
country where he might have freedom to wor-
ship as the dictates of his conscience directed. He
visited Virginia, but found there the same intol-
erance to Catholicism exhibited in his native
land. Then it was that he was attracted to the
land lying on both sides of Chesapeake Bay, a
land that seemed unexcelled for fertility of soil
and beauty of climate, and a land that was as yet
unclaimed. His ambitious spirit prompted him
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to attempt to found a settlement here, and had it
not been for his untimely death he would have
witnessed the triumph of his undertaking, the
success of his enterprise. The spirit which
prompted him, and the energy characteristic of
his every action, were inherited by his son,
Cecilius, who, unable to accompany the expedi-
tion in person, consigned it to the care of his
brother, Leonard.

THE PILGRIMS OF MARYLAND.

November 22, 1633, about two hundred per-
sons took passage from the Isle of Wight, en
route to the new world, taking with them all their
worldly possessions, and a large stock of courage
and hope, without which such an expedition
would have soon failed. The most of the voy-
ageurs were Roman Catholics, and some were gen-
tlemen of wealth. It was on the 24th of Febru-
ary, 1634, when, weary with the long voyage
upon the ocean, they landed at Point Comfort,
Va., and from there they sailed up the Potomac
in search of a site for the colon}'. They journeyed
up St. Mary's River about seven miles, until
they came to an Indian town, Yaocomoco. The
first act of the governor, Leonard Calvert, was
to purchase the town from the Indians and secure
their consent to his residence within it. March
27, 1634, the pilgrims of Maryland landed at Yao-
comoco and laid the foundations of the old town
of St. Mary's and of the present commonwealth.
At the expense of the proprietary, the colony
was provided with implements for farming, pro-
visions and clothing, and material for the erection
of houses. During the first few years of its es-
tablishment, the proprietary expended upon it
about forty thousand pounds sterling. His kind-
ness, however, was not limited to the gift of
money and materials. What was far better, his
policy of government was exceptionally good, and
aroused the confidence of the settlers as well as
secured their happiness. The freemen were con-
vened in assembly, and were made to realize that
the government was their own. Religious lib-
erty was allowed. Courts of justice were intro-
duced and the administration of law was strict

and firm. For seven years the colony prospered,
and when trouble arose, it was from without, not
from within. The succeeding years were years
of strife, occasioned largely by the hostile acts of
William Clayborne, whose name is identified
with almost every act of hostility to Maryland
during the first twenty-five years of its settlement.
In July, 1656, Josias Fendall was commissioned
governor by the proprietary, and the province
formally surrendered to him, March 20, 1658.
However, his rule was of short duration, and
proprietary government was again established.

In 1662 Charles Calvert was sent to the prov-
ince as its governor, and he continued to reside
there until the death of his father, Cecilius, Lord
Baltimore, which occurred November 30, 1675.
His son, Charles, then succeeded to the title and
estates, and, naming his son, Cecil, as nominal
governor, he departed for England, but found
himself and his government the subject of com-
plaint there. Some of the resident clergy of the
province had made representations to the heads
of the established church in England, declaring
that there existed immoralities that required
redress, and as a remedy they proposed the estab-
lishment and endowment of lands. The answer
of the proprietary was easily made. He referred
to the permanent law of the province, tolerating
all Christians; and to the impracticability of pro-
curing the exclusive establishment of any church,
and he was released from the subject by the in-
junction to enforce the laws against immorality
and to endeavor to procure a maintenance for the
support of some of the clergy of the church of
England. In February, 1680 (new style"), the
proprietary returned to Maryland, where he re-
mained until 1684, and then went back to Eng-
land, where the peculiar circumstances rendered
it advisable for him to be. Complaints had been
poured into the ear of King Charles, in relation
to the Catholic partialities of the proprietary. It
is said the latter transmitted to the home govern-
ment a list of the officers of the province, which
showed that the majority of the positions were
in the hands of the Protestants, and in reply to
this communication he received an order from
Charles to "put all the offices into the hands of
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the Protestants." This order, too, came from a
king whom no one suspected of being partial to
Protestants.

These and other matters of importance ren-
dered the presence of the proprietary in England
advisable. He therefore named his son, Bene-
dict Leonard Calvert, nominal governor, and de-
parted for England, bidding what was destined
to be a last farewell to his people and adopted
country. Arriving in England in time to witness
the accession of King James I I . to the throne, he
found himself called upon to defend his rights,
for that monarch opposed the charter liberties of
the colonial government. Maryland came in for
her full share of trouble. In April, 1687, the
quo warranto against it was issued; but before the
judgment was obtained the king was himself
brought to judgment by the people. Thus, for
a season, Maryland was free from trouble, but
unfortunately it was soon the victim of the
Protestant Association, already referred to.

As we read the history of Cecilius and Charles
Calvert, and, far removed from the age in which
they lived and labored, reflect upon their lives
and characters, we find much to admire. They
were especially noted for the tolerant spirit they
displayed toward all. Persecutions they never
tolerated, and the freedom of opinion which they
demanded for themselves they as freely conceded
to others. Their characters were quiet and gentle,
rather than fiery and impetuous; less resembling
the meteor that flashes across the sky than the
star that shines from 3'ear to year, with un-
dimmed lustre. They were less ambitious for
themselves than for their people and their beloved
Maryland, and could they now see the progress
made by the state, the wealth of its industries
and the achievements of its citizens, they would
feel more than repaid for all the toil, all the per-
sonal sacrifice and all the hardships endured by
them in behalf of the province. Chalmers, in
speaking of Cecilius, well says that "While fan-
aticism deluged the empire, he refused his assent
to the repeal of a law which, in the true spirit of
Christianity, gave liberty of conscience to all."

The growth of Maryland was rapid. From
1634, when the colony was planted by two hun-

dred persons, to 1660, the increase was constant,
reaching twelve thousand in the latter year. In
1665 it had grown to sixteen thousand, and in
1771 was nearly twenty thousand. This popula-
tion was scattered through the country districts,
there being no place except St. Mary's that was
worthy of being called a town. The principal
occupation was tobacco culture, and with few
exceptions the people were planters. Merchants
and manufacturers were almost unknown. To-
bacco was the currency of the province until the
act of 1661 was passed, providing for the estab-
lishment of a mint for the coinage of shillings.
During this era there was a printing press and a
public printer in the province, which is another
proof of the liberty enjoyed by the people, for
the public press is the synonym of liberty.

THE PROTESTANT ASSOCIATION.

In April, 1689, a company was formed which
called itself "An association in arms for the de-
fense of the Protestant religion and for asserting
the right of King William and Queen Mary to
the province of Maryland and all the English
dominions." In August of the same year, the
association came into possession of the province.
Their leader was John Coode, an avowed revolu-
tionist in the cause of religion, and one who, not
long afterward, was convicted, under the Protes-
tant dominion he labored to establish, of blas-
phemies against the Christian religion, he being
at the time a minister in holy orders. Scarcely
had the Protestant government been established
before he was engaged in sedition against it.
Word was dispatched to King William, by a con-
vention that met at St. Mary's, August 23,
1689, that the deputies and officers of' the prov-
ince, civil and military, were under the control
of the Jesuits, and the churches all appropriated
to the uses of what they termed popish idolatry;
and that, with the permission of the government,
murders of every kind were committed by Cath-
olics upon Protestants. Furthermore, they as-
serted that no allegiance was known in the prov-
ince, except that to the proprietary, and that to
acknowledge English sovereignty was a crime.
When such a plea as this was made, William
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sanctioned the revolution, and with his consent
the province remained under the dominion of the
convention until April, 1692. A royal govern-
ment having been established, Sir Lionel Copley
was made its governor, and soon after he arrived
in Maryland he dissolved the convention, April
9, 1692.

The Church of England was, by the act of
1692, made the state religion, and from that year
until the American Revolution, it remained the
established church of the province. In 1704 an
act was passed, by which all bishops and priests
of the Catholic Church were prohibited from say-
ing mass; Catholics generally were not allowed
to engage in the instruction of youth. However,
at the same session, an act was passed, allowing
priests to exercise their spiritual functions in
private families of Catholics. In 1702 the pro-
visions of the English toleration act were ex-
tended to the Protestants of the province, so that
the Quakers, heretofore persecuted, were given
special favors. Catholics, however, still con-
tinued under the ban of persecution. This was
remarkable, when we take into consideration the
fact that the colony had been planted by Cath-
olics, fostered and nurtured by them, and through
their efforts brought to a position of influence
among other colonies. Yet, in the province, they
were finally the only victims of religious in-
tolerance.

REMOVAL OF THE CAPITAL.

In the winter of 1694-95 the courts and assem-
bly were removed from St. Mary's to Anne
Arundel town, which, at the next session, ac-
quired the name of the Port of Annapolis, and
was made a city, August 16, 1708, by the charter
of Governor John Seymour. While, so far as
population was concerned, it never became note-
worthy, it was remarkable for the hospitality
of its people and for their display of wealth.
These two facts drew to it men of liberal attain-
ments, men whose qualifications fitted them for
society, and who, in turn, honored the city by
their presence. A French writer alludes to the
elegance of the homes, and others of that time
mention the beautiful residences, but the follow-

ing lines, written by E. Cookein his "Voyage to
Maryland," gives another view of the place:

"To try the cause, then fully bent,
Up to Annapolis I went;
A city situate on a plain,
Where scarce a house will keep out rain;
The buildings framed with cypress rare,
Resemble much our Southwark Fair;
But strangers there will scarcely meet
With market place, exchange or street;
And, if the truth I may report,
It's not so large as Tottenham Court."

EARLY GOVERNORS.

During the royal government, Sir Lionel Cop-
ley, Sir Edmond Andros, Francis Nicholson,
Nathaniel Blackiston, John Seymour and John
Hart, acted as governors of the province. Cop-
ley, as the first Protestant governor, was joyfully
received by the people of his faith, and he retained
the confidence of his people, but his administra-
tion was of brief duration. Andros, who was
also governor for a short time only, is the same
man whose name is well known in connection
with the history of New England, while Francis
Nicholson is distinguished in the history of New
York as the deputy governor of that colony under
Andros, at the time of its annexation to the New
England colonies. At his suggestion a public
post was established in the province. The post-
man was bound to travel the route, from the
Potomac to Philadelphia, eight times a year, and
it was his duty to carry all public messages, and
bring and leave letters for the people, for which
he was given a salary of fifty pounds sterling.
When the first postman died, in 1698, the system
was dropped permanently.

THE RESTORATION OF THE BALTIMORES.

The question of religion was the sole reason
for preventing the proprietary to stand at the
head of the province. Realizing this,and feeling
anxious in behalf of his children, Charles Calvert,
the deposed proprietary, induced his heir, Bene-
dict Leonard Calvert, to unite with the established
church. The father passed away February 20,
1714, and the son, April 16, 1715, not having
survived his father long enough to derive any
benefits from his title to the province. The next
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heir was Charles, who, as well as the other chil-
dren of the late proprietary, was educated in the
doctrines of Protestantism. The claims of the
Baltimore family were sustained by George I.,
the new king, who restored the proprietary gov-
erment in May, 1715, after twenty-six years of
royal government. From the re-establishment
of the original government until the treaty of
Paris, there were few events of importance in the
history of Maryland. Charles, Lord Baltimore,
the fifth of that title, died April 23, 1751, and the
government passed to his infant son, Frederick.

MARYLAND IN THE FRENCH AND INDIAN WAR.

The French war began in 1754 and closed with
the treaty of Paris in 1763. This was a conflict
in which Maryland, as a province, was not in-
terested, as its own possessions were not threat-
ened. To Virginia it was important, for her
right to valuable territory was involved. The
colony of Maryland, regarding it as a war of
ambition merely, refused to participate in it,
although England commanded it and Virginia
entreated its assistance. However, such con-
tributions as were expected of them were cheer-
fully given. Five hundred pounds were appro-
priated by the assembly for the purpose of presents
to the Indians, whose assistance was desired. The
plan of proposed union of colonists, however,
did not meet the approval of the colonists, who
were very loyal to their charter government.

A new aspect was given to the war by the
events of 1754- Colonel Washington with his
Virginia troops was captured at Little Meadows,
and the French fort, DuQuesne, threatened the
frontier settlements of Maryland and Virginia.
Feeling the need of immediate action, the assem-
bly was convened, and six thousand pounds were
appropriated to be applied to the defense of Vir-
ginia and to the support of the wives and children
of Indian allies. The campaign of 1755 brought
the defeat of the expedition under General Brad-
dock and the consequent terror of all the fron-
tier settlers. The assembly of Maryland, in re-
sponse to a call, voted a supply of forty thousand
pounds, of which eleven thousand were to be ap-
plied to the building of a fort and block house on

the frontier and twenty-five thousand were to be
used in aid of any general expedition. Fort
Frederick was erected, and before the close of the
year received a garrison of two hundred men.
The frontier continued in a state of jeopardy in
1756 and 1757, but with 1758 this period of anx-
iety passed away, for the capture of Fort
Du Quesne put an end to French power in the
west. Peace was restored in 1763 by the treaty
of Paris, which terminated French power in
Canada and made the Mississippi the boundary
of the British possessions.

ENGLAND'S POLICY OF TAXATION.

Meantime the population of Maryland had
largely increased. In 1733 the number of tax-
able inhabitants was thirty-one thousand four
hundred and seventy; in 1748, one hundred and
thirty thousand; in 1756, one hundred and fifty-
four thousand one hundred and eighty-eight, and
in 1761, one hundred and sixty-four thousand
and seven. Tobacco continued to be the chief
source of wealth of the colonists. In 1731, sixty
thousand hogsheads of six hundred pounds each
were shipped, and among the other exports were
wheat, lumber, corn, flour, etc., but these were in-
considerable in value. The treaty of 1763 brought
peace to the colonies and the possessions of Eng-
land were now considered secure from all foreign
aggressions. It was at this time that parliament
resolved to take the taxation of the colonies in
her own hands, and, while possibly some com-
plaint was expected, resistance was not looked
for. Of all the colonies, none was more familiar
than Maryland with the claim to exemption from
all taxation not sanctioned by the inhabitants.
It was one of the fundamental principles of their
government. Succeeding assemblies had guarded
this right, resisting even the slightest approach
to its infringement. The terms of their charter
declared them entitled to all the privileges of
English subjects and exempted them from all
taxations of any description. As might be read-
ily supposed, any infringement upon this ex-
emption would be submitted to reluctantly, and
that from necessity.

The tax was proposed with caution and oper-



EARLY DAYS OF MARYLAND.

a ted indirectly, but it need not be supposed that
a pill is more pleasant to the taste because it is
gilded. In the winter of 1763-64, Lord Gren-
ville, under whose ministry the plan was con-
ceived, announced his intention to propose a
duty on stamps, for the purpose of raising a reve-
nue from the colonies. The mere intimation of
a stamp tax aroused the wrath of the colonists,
and public meetings were held and remonstrances
made, but all to no effect. March 22, 1765, the
stamp tax was imposed. The Maryland Gazette,
established by Jonas Green of Annapolis in 1745,
became noted for its opposition to the stamp act,
and its influence was felt throughout the entire
province. Among the talented men who took
the part of the colonies from the first and wielded
a powerful influence in their behalf was the illus-
trious Samuel Chase, then a young man, tal-
ented, eloquent and profound, an acknowledged
leader of men. At the age of twenty-four, in
the legislature, he was conspicuous as the cham-
pion of liberty, and his burning eloquence and
great talent were laid at the altar for the service
of his country. Of all the brave and able men
whom Maryland has given to the nation, his
fame is among the greatest and his memory the
most enduring. He scorned that sycophantic
character which stoops to petty meanness or gives
up freedom of thought in order to gain prominence
or power. He was perfectly frank in the expres-
sion of his opinions, with a hatred of hypocrites
and king-servers. He assisted his home country
in her hour of danger, and his timely service
will cause his name to live forever in the annals
of the nation.

DANIEL DULANY.

There was another whom Maryland holds in
proud remembrance for' his service in colonial
days, a man of profound learning, intense patri-
otic spirit, fervid eloquence and a command ot
language seldom surpassed. This was Daniel
Dulany, once the pride of Maryland. He was
the son of Daniel Dulany, Sr., who served as at-
torney-general, judge of the admiralty, commis-
sary-general, agent and receiver-general and
councillor, and was for forty years one of the

most eminent men of the state. Inheriting from
his father the qualities that made the latter so in-
fluential, Daniel Dulany, Jr., added to these by
education and cultivation, and became eminent
throughout the entire country. Little is known
concerning his youth. Probably he was educated
in England, deriving his broad knowledge from
its splendid seats of learning. He was admitted
to the bar of the provincial court in 1747, and ten
years later became a member of the council, hold-
ing that office, as well as being secretary of the
province, until the Revolution. As an orator,
doubtless, in the history of our country few have
equalled him. His influence over his hearers
was wonderful. Whatever might be the subject
—whether some knotty point of law, some legal
technicality, or some subject in connection with
the management of public affairs—he was alike
potent in his influence upon his auditors. The
law was his specialty, and in its practice he
achieved his greatest triumphs. To this day his
opinions are quoted as authority by those who
stand highest at the bar.

From this man, himself a tower of strength in
his land, as he would have been in any country,
came a celebrated essay denouncing the stamp
act, an article so pointedly written as to drive
British authority to the necessity of combating
with the principles of the English constitution.
The language was so simple that anyone could
understand, the thoughts so logical that no one
could denounce, and the arguments so pointed as
as to be convincing and powerful. As the defender
of the liberty of the colonists, he gained the grati-
tude of his fellow-men, who in their hearts' deep-
est affection cherished him as their champion.

THE TAX ON TEA.

After the repeal of the stamp act, Maryland for
a short time enjoyed a season of quiet, undisturbed
by public questions or contention with the mother
country. However, a new system of colonial
taxation was adopted in 1767 by parliament,
which had been waiting for a fitting opportunity
to gain the end they so ardently desired. The
new method consisted in imposing a duty on
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articles of import, including tea, paper, glass, etc.
In Maryland, as at the time of the passage of the
stamp act, public indignation was aroused to fever
heat. Acting with the other colonies, the prov-
ince adopted a non-importing system, which of
course at once affected England financially. May
9, 1769, several merchants of Annapolis issued
a circular to the people of the surrounding coun-
ties, inviting them to a meeting at Annapolis,
"for the purpose of consulting on the most effect-
ual means of promoting frugality and lessening
the future importation of goods from Great Brit-
ain." The meeting was held and a non-im-
portation association was formed for the province,
providing that those connected therewith should
not import any species of merchandise taxed by
parliament, and forbidding the purchase of any of
the prohibited articles when imported by others.
Soon, however, the other colonies, once so en-
thusiastic in this measure, began to weaken, and
the merchandise was introduced, which rendered
further resistance on the part of Maryland useless.

As the badge of English supremacy, the duty
on tea was continued. The trade in it was a
source of great revenue to the East India Com-
pany, but as the colonists refused to receive it,
one of their principal markets was closed to them
and a large quantity of the tea accumulated. In
May, 1773, the company was allowed, by act of
parliament, a drawback upon the duty, so while
the duty was submitted to, the price of the tea
was not enhanced. The company immediately
shipped large quantities to Charleston, Phila-
delphia, New York and Boston, but the people
were too shrewd to be deceived. In Charleston
it was finally landed, but never put on sale, while
the ships never landed in Philadelphia and New
York. In Boston, the circumstances gave rise to
the celebrated Boston tea party, illustrious in
history. Asa consequence of the act, Boston was
deprived of its privileges as a port of entry.
Maryland heard the news concerning Boston with
indignation and a general convention was called,
which met at Annapolis, June 22, 1774. The
town was in a state of excitement. Illustrious
men from every part of the state gathered there,
to discuss plans of concerted action. Everywhere

the feeling of indignation was noticeable. The
delegates who attended this convention were
named as follows:

St. Mary County—Col. Abraham Barnes, Hen-
ry Greenfield Sothorou and Jeremiah Jordan.

Kent County — William Ringgold, Thomas
Ringgold, Joseph Nicholson, Jr., Thomas Smith
and Joseph Earle.

Queen Anne County—Turbutt Wright, Richard
Tilghman Earle, So. Wright, John Brown and
Thomas Wright.

Prince, George County—Robert Tyler, Joseph
Sim, Joshua Beall, John Rogers, Addison Mur-
dock, William Bowie, B. Hall and Osborn Sprigg.

Anne Arundel County and city of Annapolis—
Charles Carroll, B. T. B. Wortbington, Thomas
Johnson, Jr., Samuel Chase, John Hall, Will-
iam Paca, Matthias Hammond, Samuel Chew,
John Weems, Thomas Dorsey and Rezin Ham-
mond.

Baltimore County and Baltimore Town—Capt.
Charles Ridgely, Thomas Cockey Deye, Walter
Tolley, Jr., Robert Alexander, William Lux,
Samuel Purviance, Jr., and George Risteau.

Talbot County—Matthew Tilghman, Edward
Lloyd, Nicholas Thomas and Robert Golds-
borough, 4th.

Dorchester County— Robert Goldsborough,
William Ennalls, Henry Steele, John Ennals,
Robert Harrison, Col. Henry Hooper and Mathew
Brown.

Somerset County—Peter Waters, John Waters
and George Dashiell.

Charles County—William Smallwood, Francis
Ware, Josias Hawkins, Joseph Hanson Harrison,
Daniel Jenifer, John Dent and Thomas Stone.

Calvert County—John Weems, Edward Rey-
nolds and Benjamin Mackall.

Cecil County—John Veazey, Jr., William
Ward and Stephen Hyland.

Worcester County—Peter Chaille, John Done,
and William Morris.

Frederick County—Thomas Price, Alexander
Contee Hanson, Baker Johnson, Andrew Scott,
Richard Thomas, Richard Brooke, Thomas
Cramphin, Jr., and Allen Bowie, Jr.

Harford County—Richard Dallam, John Love,
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Thomas Bond, John Paca, Benedict Edward Hall
and Jacob Bond.

Caroline County — Thomas White, William
Richardson, Isaac Bradley, Nathaniel Potter and
Thomas Goldsborough.

The former provisions for preventing the im-
portation of tea were again taken up. October
14, 1774, the brig "Polly Stewart" arrived at
Annapolis, having on board seventeen packages
of tea, consigned to Thomas Williams & Co.,
merchants of that city. The duties were paid by
Anthony Stewart, a part owner of the vessel. It
was at once determined by some of the citizens
that the tea should not be landed, and a commit-
tee was appointed to prevent its landing. Ap-
prehensive of the consequences, Mr. Stewart con-
sented to the destruction of the tea and even
signed a written apology, and finally, believing
that nothing else would satisfy the people, he
consented to destroy his vessel, which he did,
setting fire to it with his own hand.

PREPARATIONS FOR WAR.

As days passed, the excitement increased. In
a letter from Maryland, in March, 1775, Eddis
says: "From one extremity of this continent to
the other, every appearance indicates approach-
ing hostilities. The busy voice of preparation
echoes through every settlement, and those who
are not zealously infected with the general frenzy
are considered as enemies to the cause of liberty,
and, without regard to any peculiarity of situa-
tion, are branded with opprobrious appellations
and pointed out as victims of public resentment."
All persons between fifteen and sixty were recom-
mended to form themselves into companies, to
equip themselves with arms and to engage in
military exercises. Liberty was the motto of
the hour, the watchword of every citizen and so-
ciety. A committee of safety was organized in
July, 1775, with the following members: Matthew
Tilghman, John Beale Bordley, Robert Golds-
borough, James Holyday, Richard Lloyd, Edward
Lloyd, Thomas Smith and Henry Hooper for the
eastern shore; Daniel of St. Thomas Jenifer,
Thomas Johnson, Jr., William Paca, Charles
Carroll, Thomas Stone, Samuel Chase, Robert

Alexander and Charles Carroll of Carrollton, for
the western shore. Upon the re-organization of
the committee, in January, 1776, the members
were Daniel of St. Thomas Jenifer, Charles Car-
roll, John Hall and Benjamin Rurnsey, for the
western shore; James Tilghman, Thomas Smith
and Thomas B. Hands, for the eastern shore. At
the last organization, in May, 1776, the mem-
bers were the same as before, with the addition
of George Plater for the western shore and Will-
iam Hayward for the eastern shore.

Every preparation was made for war. . It was
felt that liberty must be secured, even at the
fearful price of bloodshed. The province of
Maryland, knowing that a Declaration of Inde-
pendence would be adopted in Philadelphia, but
not waiting to hear of it, adopted a declaration
July 6, 1776, that in dignity of language is scarce-
ly inferior to the more famous instrument signed
in Philadelphia. Maryland was passing through
a stage of transformation. The last proprietary
governor, Mr. Eden, had left the province, and
it was decided to adopt a permanent form of gov-
ernment. Accordingly, delegates met in conven-
tion at Annapolis, August 14, 1776, and pre-
pared a charter of rights, which was printed and
sent throughout the province. October 2, the
convention again assembled, and a constitution
was adopted on the 8th, and a declaration of
rights on the 3d of November. Under the new
constitution the first assembly met February 5,
1777, and the new government was organized
February 13-14, by the election of Thomas John-
son as the first governor, and Charles Carroll,
Sr., Josiah Polk, John Rogers, Edward Lloyd
and John Contee as the first executive council.
Thus was introduced the state government of
Maryland, and from that period it stands as one
of the thirteen original states, a bulwark of the
nation's honor, a stanch defender of the coun-
try's liberty.

THE HEROES OF MARYLAND.

The part taken by the men of Maryland in the
Revolution is one of which every lover of the
state may well be proud. In all the hardships
of the war, when food was scarce and clothing
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insufficient to protect the wounded limbs and feet
from the bitter cold, their voices were never
heard in complaint. Where the battle thickest
raged, there they were to be seen. Terrors could
not fright them nor danger appall. True sons
of liberty, they loved their country better than
life itself. Liberty was dearer to them than the
comforts of home. Many of them fell in battle,
their last prayer being in behalf of their loved
land; many perished from exposure to storm and
from insufficient food, but though they never
lived to enjoy the freedom for which they sought,
they were none the less true saviors of their
country, and they can never be forgotten, as long
as a love of liberty is cherished by their descend-
ants. The existence of otir government, a free

and independent nation, is the monument reared
by their efforts, a monument more glorious than
those of brass or marble, and one that can
never be destroyed while the descendants of those
brave men emulate the virtues and the valor of
their forefathers. Of those patriots we may say,
with the poet:

"Soldiers of dear Maryland,
In Nature's bravest mould,

You wear the fame of princes,
Nor bought with prince's gold.

"Your loyalty and valor,
A heritage for kings,

Mother-land, fair Maryland,
A poet loves and sings."
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